DOCUMENT RESUME

BD 098 644 cs 500 891

AUTHOR Ssith, Robert M.

TITLE The Nature of Kansas High School Debate Programs: A
survey.

PUB DATE 74

NOTE 13p.

JOURNAL CIT Kansas Speech Journal; v35 n3 p14-25 Spring 1974

EDRS PRICE MF-$0.75 HC-$1.50 PLUS POSTAGE

DESCRIPTORS *Debate; *High School Orgarization; Instructional

Materials: *Public Speaking; *School Funds; School
surveys; Secondary Education; Speech Curriculunm;
State Surveys

IDENTIFIERS Debate Coaches; Forensics; Kansas

ABSTRACT

Based on questionnaires sent to a random sample of
140 debate coaches in Kansas in Deceaber 1973, three aspects of
Kansas high school debate programs--general characteristics of
prograas active in debate, budget characteristics of these prograas,
and ygeneral characteristics of the professional staff associated with
the programs--are examined. Ten different tables provide information
on some of the debate program’s general features; budget and school
classifications; sampled debate program when viewed froam a budget
perspective; rankings given the different criteria used in setting
budget figures; budget cbanges from 1973 to 1975 according to school
size; budget changes from 1973 to 1975 according to budget size; ways
in vhich asoney wvas spent for meals, lodging, and transportation;
characteristics of the debate coaches; hov Kansas coaches fare in
remuneration by school and administrators: and recommended debate
textbooks and handbooks. (HOD)



U DEPARTMENTOF HEALTH.
. €DUCATION & WELFARE
v NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF
toucAnON

I BEST COPY AVAILABLE  KAIISAS SPEECH JOURNAL 1. :,.I Sf
N Volume XXXV Spring, 1974 . Number 3
S s . .
.~OF The Retiring President's Page. . . . . . .. .. ..ol
OO ¢
(@ The ilew President's Pagee « « ¢ « ¢ o o o ¢ o ¢ o o o o s o o o o o o o o oo 2
>
£ A ilote from the Activities Association . « . ¢ & ¢ ¢ v ¢« 5 ¢ s o s e s oo 4
LIt Apistotie's Rhetoric--A Forensic of Combat, Don Swender. . « ¢« ¢« ¢« ¢« « ¢ « « b
4"/

A ﬁrogressional Analysis of Aristotelian Reasoning: From Certainty to

é The dature of Karnsus High School Debate Programs: A Survey, R. M. Smith . . 1
¥ Probability, Bruce Garren . . .« ¢« v ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o ¢ ¢ o o s o ¢ o o o o o o« 2B

The American Indian, The Place Communication Played in the Indian
Culture, Joretta Uuncan, Bessie Duggan. . . . « « ¢« ¢« ¢ o ¢ ¢ ¢ o ¢ o « « 35

A Practical Approach to Coaching Oral Iaterpretation on the High School
Leve] ’ DaVid NccraCken L] ] [ ] [ ] L] L] [ ] [ ] L) L] L L [ ] [ ] L] [ ] . [ J L] L] L L] L o0 39

Wew ilotions for ileophytes or Tips for Teen Talker, Loren A. Dyson . . . .. 42
A Debate Coachés Financial Crusade, Vicky Cook. . « « ¢« ¢« ¢« ¢ ¢ ¢ o o « « .. 46
Word Choice and Social Context, Briar Vazquez. . . « « v « « ¢ o o o o o o« « 49

Audience Predispositions in Relation to The Auditor as a Reflective
Thinker, Gary Leffel. . ¢« ¢ v ¢« ¢ o ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o o o o o o o o o o o o+ 5

Motivation and Enthusiasm, Jan Fink. . . . o ¢« v v ¢« o ¢ o o ¢ o o s o o oo 62
Critical Conments: . . oo e e e o co e e as e s s eeveeo. 88
Tips fer Teachersf e e e e e e e e e e e e N .'?7
Footnotes and FEEdBACK « « «  « « o o ¢ o ¢ o ¢ o o o s o s o oo o oo o 19
Hews and HOLES. « v ¢« ¢ o ¢ ¢ o o o o o o ¢ s s o o s s o o o s oo a o o081

Reports and Proceedings of the Kansas Speech Communication Association
Annual ileeting:

Executive Board !MnutesS. . « « ¢ « ¢« ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o ¢ s 0o s 0 0 0 a0 0o 91
Treasurer's REPOTL ¢ v o o o ¢ ¢ o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o+ 92
6: Report of Editor-In-Chief. . . . & ¢ ¢ v ¢ 4 ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o o oo oo 0. .. 94
00 Minutes of General susiness Meeting, . . « « « ¢ ¢ ¢ o ¢ ¢ ¢« o o o ¢ « . 99
Minutes of Speech Advisory Committee Meeting . . . . . ¢« ¢ ¢ ¢ o« o« « o . 103
< Constitutional Changes « o o ¢ o o « o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o « o o 107
Y Minutes of Executive Meeting, Wovember 2 1975 . c o o o o o o o o o o 109
b Wotes from General Session of KWEA, November 2, 1973 . . . . . . « . . . 109
The O.tstanding Coiiege Speech Teacher . . .« « & ¢« ¢« ¢ ¢ ¢ o ¢« ¢« ¢ o » » 110

v




4 e e —— Al e ot e o hmmd S5ve

————e -

PERM.SSION TO REPRODUCe THIS COPY.
RiGe YED MaTERIAL MAS BEcN GRANTED B8Y

Robert M. Smith

e pH AND ORGANIZATIONS CPERATING

UNDE R AGREEENTS VITH THE NATIONAL IN
14 ShIUTE OF B ATION  FURTHER RESRO BEST copv A‘;A“_“BLE
DUCTION OUTSIOE THE ERIC SYSTEM RE *
QUIRES PERMSSION OF THE COPYRIGHT
OWNE R

1
The Nature o7 Kansas High School Debate Programs: Survey

Robert M. Smith*

Systematic surveys of debate programs are periodicaliv needed to
help concerned individuals and interested groups assess the status and
direction of their programs and the overall, or general, status of state
programs. The systematic nature of such surveys is useful in confirming
or di-confirming the anecdotal, sometimes casual, information traded
among fellow coaches at tournaments and various meetings. The purpose of
this article is to describe characteristics of Kansas high school debate
programs as identified in a systematic turvey of such programs
sonducted in January of this year.

A questionnaire was constructeu to determine the nature cf three
aspects of Kansas high school debate programs. The thiree aspects studied
were: general characteristics of progrims active in debate; budget
<haracteristics of these programs; and general characteristics of the
professional staff associated with the programs.

Questionnaires were sent to 2 random sample of 140 debate coaches
in Kansas in Dacember, 1973. Ilares of debate coacnes were taken from
the KSHSAA Membership Directory, 1973-74. The only feature affecting
the sample choice was an attempt to balance the sample within high
school classitications. A follow-up request was sent to debate coaches
in January in order to i ove on the percentage of questionnaires .
returned. The final results reported here represent ninety-three
schools (66.43% of questionnaires originally sent). A1l classifications
in the final sample are proportionally represented as they occur in the
total number of programs in the state except for a slightly smaller
proportion in the sample of 4A schools and a slightly 11rger proportion
of 2A schools.

TABLE I
GENERAL CHARACTERISTICS OF KANSAS HIGH SCHOOL DEBATE PROGRAMS

School Size

Avg. for

Class

al). class-

ifications  5A TN 3A 2A A
Avg. Number of
Students
Involved 21.4¢4 35.86 36.50 16.50 18.25 16.70
Avg. Humber of
Tournaments
Atterded 10.26 18.43 15.89 8.5 8.06 9.0

*iir. Smith is Director of the Basic Oral Communication Program at
liichita Statc university.
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School Size
Avg. for Class
all class-
ifications S5A 4A 3 A A

Percent who licst
Tournaments 60.71 35.77 80.0 73.68 45.95 54.55

Percent who Recruit
Students for
Program 70.9 85.71 60.0 80.0 67.57 66.67

Table 1 shows several general features cf debate programs in
. Kansas high schoois. The first two sets of figures identify the aver-
age number of tournaments attended by the school. The reader should
note the similarity in the averages for 5A and 4A schools and for 3A,
2A, and A schools for both sets of figures.

There is some relationship here that is highlighted when hudget
figures are considered. If a debate director intends to give students
experience, tournaments must be attended. Therefore, the more students
one has in a program, the more tournaments one becomes obligated to
attend in order to provide opportunity for experience. This relationship
{s considered a positive reflection on the value the director places un
providing such opportunities. It is regulated to the extent the KSHSAA
allows a student to attend only a set number of tournaments.

The third set of figures shown in Table I refiect who hosts
tournaments. As can be seen, the larger schools tend to host more
tournaments than smaller schools.

The fourth set of figures reflect recruiting tendencies by scheols.
A definition of recruitment was not given in the guestionnaire and, ob-
viously, no opportunity or potential can be exercicad to recruit from
other schools. WNevertheless, directors do give close attention to
actual recruitment, apparently within their schooi. Two schools indi-
cated Lthey offer debate scholarships.

Size of school is only one perspective for studying debate pro-
grams. Size of budget is another, and often more interesting, perspec-
tive. Questionnaires in the sampie were sorted according to the size
of the budgets. Cateaories were combined iato five divisions. Inter-
estingly, size of budget does not completely relate to size of school.
Table I! shows the distribution of budget sizes and school classifica-
tions by percent of respondents from each school size.
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TABLE II
BUDGET AND SCHOOL CLASSIFICATIONS*

School Size/ Lo $1,000-
Budget Size 0-3200 $201-3600 $601-$1,000 $2,000 +3$2,000

5A 0 12.5 0 50.0 37.5
aA 0 0 22.2 33.3 4.4
3A 15.67  38.89 16.67 22.2 5.6
24 Nn.2 3.2 12.7 5.9 0
A 58.3  25. 8.3 0 3.3

; *(figures are percent of schools by size and total & ross in rows)

Table 111 displays certain characteristics of the sampl.. debate
programs when viewed from a budget perspective.

TABLE III

GEHERAL CHARACTERISTICS OF -
KANSAS HIGH SCHOOL DEBATE PROGRAIMS: ?UDgETongE
so'
$0-200 $201-600 $601-1,006 2,000 +$2,000

Avg. Number of
Students Involved 12.71 21.n9 18.33 29.46 47.22

- Avg. Humber of
Tournaments Attended 3.0 £.91 11.0 14.38 22.29

svg. Humber of
Tournament.s Desired
for a Debater 4.9] £.05 5.25 5.08 5.33

The reader should note the almost linear relationship between size of
budget and the number of students involved in the debate program. There
is a slight implication that size of budget influences a supposed
indepandent factor such as number of students involved in the progranm.
This is not vnusual. In a previously conducted survey of Pennsylvania
high school debate programs the same relationship existed.2 The third
set of figures shows that dollars have a slight influence on the

coach's concepts about the program. Uhen asked to comment on the number
of tournaments the coach feels is about right for the average debater,

a very slight difference developed according to budget size. The KSHSAA
rule Timiting students to five tournaments certainly influences these

ERIC

{
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figures. In the Pennsylvania study, there was a dramatic relationship
between the number of tournament experiences desired for students and
the size of a school's budget.

As the second set of fiqures shows, there is a positive linear
relationship between the dollars available and the number of tournaments
attended. Taken together, the “studnets involved" and the "tournaments
attended" figures might suggest that larger budgets attract more students
and provide for more tournament travel. Actually the figures produce
a graph with obvious plateaus. Changes in budgets relate to significant
changes in students and tournaments only when from 0-5200 budgets to
;agger budgets and when moving from $1,000-$2,000 budgets to larger

udgets.

Where the money comes from and how it is spent are constant concerns
of debate coaches. All schools in the sample receive 85% or more of
their funds from the school system. This is very healthy aird attractive
situation for Kansas high schools. In a previous study conducted by
FDRC sampling random high school programs in fifteen states, a large
percentage of coaches had to rely on outside agencies, promotional sales,
assorted school funding groups, and various combinations of sources.

This meant considerable time, energy and frustration was spent by
coaches in stabilizing and creating a budget base. Such time is
obviously taken from more worthwhile educaticnal activities.

When relying on a single source, it is to the coach's advantage to
know the criteria used in setting budget figures. When asked to rank
six commonly considered criteria, the coaches generally agreed on how the
administration or school board determines budget size. Table IV displays
the rankings given the different criteria. Orly schools in class 4A
differ significantly in the rank ordering of criterion when rankings are
sorted according to school size.

TABLE IV
PCRCETVED PRAORITIES FOR FUNDIRG DECISIONS
Classifications Budget Size

5.20“‘ Ul“ Y 00"
5A 4A 37 2A A 0-5200 $600 $1,600 .$2,000 +$2,0C0

— —— —

No. Students
Involved 1 3 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2

Past Budget .
Size 2 1 2 2 3 3 1 1 1 1

ilumber
Tournaments
Attended 3 4 3 3 3 2 3 4 3 4

Reputation
of Program 4 2 5 4 4 4 4 5 4 3
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Classifications - Budget Size
4201- 3$601- ,000-
5A 4A CA 2A A 0-5200 $600 $1,000 $2,000 +3$2,000
Inflation 5 5§ 4 5 5 5 5 3 5 5
Win-Loss
Records 6 6 6 6 b6 6 6 6 6 6

hen rankings are sorted according to budget size, a different

' ordering develops. Except for the smallest budgets, decisions ahout

i future budjets are based on past budget sizes first and number of
students second. Any coach recognizes there are obvious advantages and
disadvantages to such decision-making. As the reader will recall from
the discussion before, there is some relationship between budget siz2
and students involved. If decisions about the budget are dependent on
static budget size and those decisions affect dynamic factors (particu-
larly the number of students served), then the potential for growth

is severely limited.

Two very interesting points are reflected in these rankings. How
many times have coaches said that trophies were important to their
program in the eyes of the administration? tHow many arguments have been
raised betwean coaches and the KSHSAA as to the trophy allocation rules?
Yet, the single most constant feature in Table IV is the low priority
given to winning and losing debate rounds. This factor is ranked last
in all school classifications and all budget classifications. The
second interesting point is the surprisingly low priority given inflation
as a factor in budget decision-making.

— et s o

l

As part of a continuing monitoring of debate programs, FDRC has
discovered in national studies that downward fluctuations in budget
allocations are a myth. In surveys at both high school and college
levels, no serious trend to cutting budyets could be discovered.

Tables V and VI show the data collected from Kansas hiah schools. All
figures are given in percentages of schools responding. :

TABLE V
BUDGET CHANGES FOR PERIOD FROM 1973 TO 1975: SCHOOL SIZEY
Sh 4 ELY 2 A

Compared to 1972-73; the

1973-74 Budget was:
Increased 14.29 10 27.78 46.88 9.09

The Same 14.29 0 61.11 40.63 81.82
Decreased 71.43 0 11.1 12.50 9.09
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Compaved to 1973-74; the

1974-75 Budget is to be:
Increased 14.29 10 27.78 34.29 38.33
The Same 71.43 90 66.57 54.29 91.67
Decreased 14.29 0 5,56 11.43 0

*(figures are percentage of schools res,unding)

PP e ewe

Table V displays fluctuations accerding to school size. Except fer

BA schools, few schools indicated their 1973 74 budget was lower than the
previous year's. 7The high percentage for 5A schools is an artifact of
Wichita 5A schools having a budget cu® just before the survey was
conducted and having a reinstatement of the cut just after the survey
was conducted. When adjustments are made, the 5A schools show a decrease
for 28% of the schools, still a fairly high figure. !lext year's
expected budgets look fairly stable with few reported decreases expected.
Over the past three years, only three schools in the tota! sample showed
? two year consecutive decrease while nine schools chowed two consecutive

ncreases. -

Table V1 shows the data when sorted hy budget size. The figures
are in the same general direction as indicated in Table V. The largest
fluctuations are in the budgets of $1,000-$2,000. Again, this is
partially due to the 5A schools in HWichita.

TABLE VI
BUDGET CHANGES FOR PERIOD FROI1 1973 TO 1975: BUDGET SIZE*

$601-  $1,000-

Compared to 1572-73, f; w—

the 1973-74 Budget ' ¢

was: '
Increased 30 31.58 18.18 16.97 44.44
The Same 60 57.89 54.55 50.00 44.44
Decreased 10 10.53 27.27 33.33 11.11

Compared to 1973-74,
the 1974-75 Budget

was:
Increased 40 22.73 16.67 15.38 11.1
The Same 50 68.13  75.0 61.54 77.77
Decreased 10 9.1 85.33 23.08 1n.1n
lfRikf *(figures are percentage of schools respending)

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
N
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In general, budgets are relatively stable in Kansas. However, this
stability is misleading since inflation virtually converts a stable
budget into a reduced budget when the budget purchasing power is compurad,

Several coaches took time to comment on the budget decision-making
process and their feelings should be noted here. Hany coaches wrote
that they have excellent relations with their administraticns and that
money is not a problem. As one coach noted: “I1f the expense is
justifiable, the money is provided. We have excellent administration
; and comunity support, but it is a mutual trust that has been established
| over the years." Overall, such trust relationships seem to be a
] hallmark of Kansas programs. Studies of other states do not reflect
the positive, healthy attitude so prevalent in Kansas.

How money is spent is an impsrtant topic. Three distinct areas of
expenses were studied in this survey: expenditures for meals, lodging
and transportation. Table VII disclays the way money is spent for
these three items. Respondents were asked to indicate whether their
budget pays for all, some, Or none of the expenses for these items.

TABLE VII

BUDGET SXPENDITURES BY PERCENT OF RESPONDANTS
School

Classi- Meals Paid For Lodging Paid For Transportation Paid For
fications
A1l Some None  All Some WNone All -~ Soxe None
5A 0 28.5771.43 100 0 O 42.86 42.86 14.29
4A 20 40 40 £9 10 10 90 10 0
30 42.11 42.11 1£.79 78.95 5.26 15.79 84.21 0 15.79
A 30.30 36.36 33.33 58.8: 8.82 32.35 85.29 8.82 5.88
A 25 25 50 58.33 0 41.67 91.67 0 8.33
Budget
Classi-
fications
$0-200 16.67 16.67 65.67 23.17 0 70.83 75 4.17 20.83

200-600 30.43 34.78 34.78 52.17 17.39 30.43  82.61 4.35 13.04

600- .
1,000 41.67 41.67 16.67 100 O o 8.33 833 8.33

1-2,000 30.77 30.77 38.46 92.31 7.69 O 69.23' 23.08 7.69
+2,000 33.33 44.44 22,22 100 O 0 100 0 0

©

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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Only a couple of factors are apparent in these percentages. WKhether
2 schoot pays any of the cost for lodging is somehow related to the size
of the school. Since many of tne small schools also have the smaller
budgets, it is not surprising to find the same relationship in the lower
nalf of the table. However, expenditures for meals is not similarly
related to either size of school or budget. It is worth noting this
apparent feeling that eatiny is a low priority expense. Even those
s;hools with the largest budgets do not. show a marked tendency to absorb
these costs.

Tl
[ ]

A11 factors considered, the 3A schools and/or those schools with
$601-1,000 budgets do the best job in absorbing tournament travel
expenses. However, for these schools to absorb these expenses, they have
todriggse the number of Students involved in the program (See Table I
an . :

The third part of this survey attempted to discover professional
background characteristics of the program directors. Table VIII shows
some general features of Kansas coaches. The figure for median years
in the activity indicates the typical coach is relatively new to coaching.

TABLE VIII
. CHARACTERISTICS OF THE DEBATE COACH
) A A A A A
Avg. Years in Activity 6.43 5.6 5.18 4.08 4.5
lledian Years in
Activity 4 4 2 2 q
% Who Consider
Coaching as a Career 28.57 70 52.63 65.67 72.73
? Who Have Debated
n:
College 85.71 20 36.84 40.54 25
High School 28.57 30 3i.58 43.24 33.33
% Who Have No
Debate Experience 14.29 70 61.11 54.29 57.43
% Who Have Taken
Courses in: :
Argumentation 100 70 68.42 81.10 75
Debate or Forensic
Coaching 57.14 70 66.67 70.27 58.33

ERIC

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.
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The percent who plan to make a career commitment tc this activity
suggests a healthy and dedicated professional attitude. The low
percentage, however, for 5A high school coaches should cause some
concern. In cocmparison with national figures, this percentage is the
lowest yet discovered anc is particularly low when compared against
schools of comparable size. The percentage figures for those having
no previous debate experience is fairly high for A through 4A schools.
However, the debate educational background of Kansas coaches, as
represented by courses in argumentation and/or courses in directing
debate or forensic programs, is very high. In fact. these figures are
among the highest in the nation, based of FDRC surveys.

Table 1X shows how Kansas coaches fair in remuneration by school
boards and administrations. The figures given are percents of respondents.
Across these features, 3A schools are clearly in a favored position.

TABLE IX
REMUNERATIVE SUPPORT OF LOCAL SCHOOL ADMINISTRATIONS
5A M KLY A A
% Receiving Released
Time For Debate ov
Forensics 28.57 50 63.42 42.86 41.67
% Raceiving Salary
Adjustment For
Debate or Forensics 85.71 90 94.74 75 75
% Receiving Time
And Salary Adjust-
ments 28.57 50 68.42 42.86 41.67
% Receiving [leither
Compensations 14.%9 10 0 18.92 25

The sample of A schools shows the largest percentage of coaches who

are not receiving either form of compensation. The 5A schools show the
lowest percent receiving released time and the lowest percent receiving
both forms of compensation. When correlated with the percent who consider
this activity as a career commitment, there is a relationship seen in
other surveys: the reduction in the kind of commitment given by the
coach is reciprocated by the rind of commitment given by the administra-
tion. However, the reverse has not necessarily been shown. By looking
at a comparison of the 3A school percentages, the reader can see that

a commitment by the administration does not always get a reciprocated
commitment by the coach.

One final series of questions attempted to discovér what textbooks
and handbooks are used by debate coaches. Respondents 1isted eight
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different texts they would want their debaters to use. The top

two choices are idgntica] with the top choices given in a national survey
conducted by FDRC.® Ten handbooks were listed. The first three choices
are identical with the ¢: 0oices given in the same national survey. Table X
shows the listings for texts and handbooks according to the frequenzy of
responses given each book.

TABLE X
RECG:#iENDED DEBATE TEXTBOOKS AHD HANDBOOKS*

Textbooks Handbooks
ts.
R. Wood, Strateqic Debate (18) National Textbook Corp. (12)

A. J. Freeley, Aroumentation and Debate (10) .. Heston Walch (7)
0. Bauer, Fundamentals of Debate (5) Springboards (6)

*(figures are frequency of recommendation)

As has occurrad in all other surveys conducted by FDRC, these
questions pronpt respondents to comment on the use and general value of
handbooks. Fully 57% of the respondents reacted “negatively" to the
request by not listing a handbook, commenting on the value of a hand-
book, or otherwise indicating no preference for handbooks. This high
percentage is more common for college ccaches. Past surveys show 39%
of the high school coaches reject handbooks.

This sui'vey attempted to discover 2 vast number of characteristics
about Kansas high school debate programs. HMany topics have been covered
and many more have only been hinted. The survey did not include all
Kansas proqrans but attempted to representatively sample the programs.
The prese.atation of the data suffers in part from the perspective of
the author and the limited space available.

Keeping these limitations in mind as qualifications to any conclu-~
sions, several statements seem in order. The most distinct feature seen
in thic survey is the extremely favorable position Kansas coaches have.
They are generally well trained and committed with active and dynamic
programs regardless of what kinds of schools they are associated with
and what kinds of budgets they have available. Host importantly, the
debate program, in general, has community support throughout the state.
In part this is duc to the positive role of the KSHS'A and the Kansas
Speech Communication Association, and the active desire of debate coaches
to raintain certain hign standaras. The most exemplarary group of
coaches are those in the small A schools. Here is a group of profassion-
ally dedicated teachers who are asked, in general, to provide a top class
program with severely restricted funds and little, if any, tangible
compensation for the effort.
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After reviewing this mound of data, reading the additional comments
givan, and interviewing many coaches, one final personal note must be
added. Kansas school administrators, in spite of possibly feeling their
faculty members are always gone from the classroom and are always ask-
| ing for more funds or more materials, have made good iavestments in

good people that are paying off in educational benefits for their stu-
dents.

1]
[}
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FOOTNOTES

]This research project was conducted in cooperation with the
Forensic Data Research Center, Temple University, Philadelphia,
Pennsylvania. The directors of the Center are T. H. H.-ris, Rutgers
University, R. L. Towne, Temple University, and the author.

2Thomas E. Harris, Robert . Smith and Ralph L. Towne, “The
Nature of Pennsylvania High School Forensic Pregrams: A Survey,”
The Pennsylvania Speech Communication Annual, 29 (1473), 39-47.

3Ralph Towne, Robert Smith and Thomas Harris, “Recommended
Debate Texts and Handbooks: A Survey," Speaker and Gavel, 11
(1974), 52-54.



